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DETAILED ACTION 

Notice to Applicant 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
04/17/06 has been entered. 

2. This communication is in response to filed on 04/17/06. Claims 1-3, 7-9 and 13- 
15 have been amended. Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4 and 6-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brown et al (6,032,1 19) in view of Melrose (6,272,468) and further in view of 
Dormond et al (4,839,822). 
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(A) As per claim 1 , Brown discloses a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable component for enabling a user to access healthcare information (Brown, 
Abstract; Col.3, lines 65-Col.4, line 9), the computer-executable component comprising: 
an anatomic user interface for displaying an anatomic model from which the user 
selects an anatomic structure of interest (Brown, Col.6, lines 46-65), wherein upon 
selection of the anatomic structure, the anatomic user interface displays the healthcare 
information that is associated with the selected anatomic structure (Brown, Col.6, lines 
62-Col.7, line 14). 

Brown does not explicitly disclose wherein the healthcare information is 
organized according to an anatomic data model and comprises medical history 
information for a patient including healthcare service order information, medical event 
information and medical encounter information. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Melrose. In particular, 
Melrose suggests wherein the healthcare information is organized according to an 
anatomic data model and comprises medical history information for a patient including 
healthcare service order information, medical event information and medical encounter 
information (See Melrose, Abstract; Col.3, lines 16-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Melrose within the system of Brown with the 
motivation of providing the clinician or patient user accesses the System's human body 
model, medical record and other facilities via any client system using the intuitive, easy- 
to-use, flexible and robust interactive information management user interfaces that are 
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included to define, explore or update an instantiated model (See Melrose, Col.5, lines 
37-42). 

Brown and Melrose do not explicitly disclose that the computer medium having 
"originating from disparate sources", wherein the healthcare information is associated 
with an anatomic structure according to a data model, and further wherein the data 
model facilitates accessing the healthcare information by anatomic structure including 
accessing medical history information including healthcare service order information, 
medical event information and medical encounter information associated with the 
selected anatomic structure of the patient. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Dormond. In 
particular, Dormond suggests that the computer medium having "originating from 
disparate sources", wherein the healthcare information is associated with an anatomic 
structure according to a data model, and further wherein the data model facilitates 
accessing the healthcare information by anatomic structure including accessing medical 
history information including healthcare service order information, medical event 
information and medical encounter information associated with the selected anatomic 
structure of the patient (See Dormond, Col.3, lines 62-68 to Col.4, line 36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Dormond within the collective teachings of 
Brown and Melrose with the motivation of providing an expert system capable of 
providing a treatment recommendation based upon specific classes of orthopedic 
trauma (See Dormond, Col. 2, lines 38-41). 
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(B) As per claim 2, Dormond discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
healthcare service order information comprises a treatment plan for a patient consisting 
of a predetermined sequence of healthcare service orders including healthcare 
information organized according to the data model (See Dormond, Col. 7, lines 47-62). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Melrose and 
Dormond are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

(C) As per claim 3, Brown discloses the computer-readable medium having a further 
computer-executable component comprising an order engine for submitting an order for 
at least one healthcare service to a service provider (See Dormond, Col. 7, lines 47-62). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Melrose and 
Dormond are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

(D) As per claim 4, Brown discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
order engine submits a plurality of orders comprising a treatment plan to a service 
provider (See Brown, Col.6, lines 30-44). 

(E) As per claim 6, Brown discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
order identifies the at least one healthcare service, a medical event associated with the 
healthcare service and at least one medical encounter associated with at least one 
healthcare service (See Brown, Col.6, lines 30-45). 
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(F) As per claim 7, Brown discloses in a computer system, a method for accessing 
healthcare information for a patient, the method comprising: displaying an anatomical 
model of the patient in a display device of a computer system (Brown, Col.3, lines 65- 
Col.4, line 9); using navigating the anatomic model to drill down to and select anatomic 
structure of the patient with an input device connected to the computer system (See 
Brown, lines 65-Col.4, line 9). 

Brown does not explicitly disclose displaying healthcare information associate 
with the selected anatomic structure on the display device, wherein the healthcare 
information is organized according to an anatomic data model and comprises medical 
history information for a patient including healthcare service order information, medical 
event information and medical encounter information. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Melrose. In particular, 
Melrose suggests displaying healthcare information associate with the selected 
anatomic structure on the display device, wherein the healthcare information is 
organized according to an anatomic data model and comprises medical history 
information for a patient including healthcare service order information, medical event 
information and medical encounter information (See Melrose, Abstract; Col.3, lines 16- 
66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Melrose within the system of Brown with the 
motivation of providing the clinician or patient user accesses the System's human body 
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model, medical record and other facilities via any client system using the intuitive, easy- 
to-use, flexible and robust interactive information management user interfaces that are 
included to define, explore or update an instantiated model (See Melrose, Col. 5, lines 
37-42). 

Brown and Melrose do not explicitly disclose that the computer system having 
"associated with an anatomic structure according to a data model, and further wherein 
the data model facilitates accessing the healthcare information by selected anatomic 
structure, including accessing medical history information by the selected anatomic 
structure for the patient including healthcare service order information, medical event 
information and medical encounter information associated with the selected anatomic 
structure of the patient". 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Dormond. In 
particular, Dormond suggests that the computer system having "associated with an 
anatomic structure according to a data model, and further wherein the data model 
facilitates accessing the healthcare information by selected anatomic structure, 
including accessing medical history information by the selected anatomic structure for 
the patient including healthcare service order information, medical event information 
and medical encounter information associated with the selected anatomic structure of 
the patient (See Dormond, Col.3, lines 62-68 to Col.4, line 36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Dormond within the collective teachings of 
Brown and Melrose with the motivation of providing an expert system capable of 
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providing a treatment recommendation based upon specific classes of orthopedic 
trauma (See Dormond, Col.2, lines 38-41). 

(G) As per claim 13, Brown discloses a system for assessing healthcare information 
comprising: a user computer operative to: display an anatomic model of the patient 
enable the user to drill down to and select an anatomic structure of the patient 
from a higher-level anatomic model (Brown, Col.3, lines 65-Col.4, line 9); and display 
healthcare information associated with the selected anatomic structure (Brown, Col.6, 
lines 46-67); and an application server operative to: receive the selected structure from 
the user computer (Brown, Col.3, lines 40-67). 

Brown does not explicitly disclose provide the user computer with the healthcare 
information associated with the selected anatomic structure for display, wherein the 
healthcare information is organized according to an anatomic data model and 
comprises medical history information for a patient including healthcare service order 
information, medical event information and medical encounter information. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Melrose. In particular, 
Melrose suggests provide the user computer with the healthcare information associated 
with the selected anatomic structure for display, wherein the healthcare information is 
organized according to an anatomic data model and comprises medical history 
information for a patient including healthcare service order information, medical event 
information and medical encounter information (See Melrose, Abstract; Col. 3, lines 16- 
66). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Melrose within the system of Brown with the 
motivation of providing the clinician or patient user accesses the System's human body 
model, medical record and other facilities via any client system using the intuitive, easy- 
to-use, flexible and robust interactive information management user interfaces that are 
included to define, explore or update an instantiated model (See Melrose, Col. 5, lines 
37-42). 

Brown and Melrose do not explicitly disclose that the system having "associated 
with an anatomic structure according to a data model, and further wherein the data 
model facilitates accessing the healthcare information by selected structure including 
accessing medical history information for a patient by the selected structure the medical 
history information including healthcare service order information, medical event 
information and medical encounter information associated with the selected anatomic 
structure of the patient". 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Dormond. In 
particular, Dormond suggests that the system having "associated with an anatomic 
structure according to a data model, and further wherein the data model facilitates 
accessing the healthcare information by selected structure including accessing medical 
history information for a patient by the selected structure the medical history information 
including healthcare service order information, medical event information and medical 
encounter information associated with the selected anatomic structure of the patient 
(See Dormond, Col.3, lines 62-68 to Col.4, line 36). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Dormond within the collective teachings of 
Brown and Melrose with the motivation of providing an expert system capable of 
providing a treatment recommendation based upon specific classes of orthopedic 
trauma (See Dormond, Col.2, lines 38-41). 

(H) Claims 8-12 and 14-18 repeat the subject matter of computer-readable medium 
of claims 2-6, respectively, as a series of steps rather than a set of apparatus elements. 
As the underlying structure of claims 2-6, have been shown to be fully disclosed by the 
teachings of Brown and Berman in the above rejections of claims 2-6, it is readily 
apparent that the computer-readable medium disclosed by Brown, Berman and Melrose 
includes the steps to perform these functions. As such, these limitations are rejected for 
the same reasons given above for computer-readable claims 2-6, and incorporated 
herein. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown et 
al (6,032,119), Melrose (6,272,468) in view of Dormon et al (4,839,822) as applied to 
claims 1-4 and 6-18 and further in view of Berman et al (5,995,939). 
(A) As per claim 5, Brown, Melrose and Dormond disclose the computer-readable 
medium wherein the order engine automatically (The Examiner interprets prescribed 
treatment to be a form of order See Brown, CoL4, lines 4-41 ). Brown, Melrose and 
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Dormond do not explicitly disclose notifies the user in real-time if the order is accepted 
by the service provider or if the authorization for the order is received from the payor. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Berman. In particular, 
Berman suggests notifies the user in real-time if the order is accepted by the service 
provider or if the authorization for the order is received from the payor (See Berman, 
Col.4, lines 3-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Berman within the collective teachings of 
Brown, Melrose and Dormond with the motivation of providing service provider 
processes the service request message and the results are formatted into a fulfilled 
service request message, which the sponsor system e-mails back to the requesting 
client using the mail server system (See Berman, CoL2, lines 46-49). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 4/17/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments will be addressed hereinbelow in the order in which 
they appear in the response filed 4/17/06. 

(A) At pages 6-1 2 of the 4/1 7/06 response, Applicant argues that the newly added 
features in the 4/17/06 amendment are not taught or suggested by the applied 
references. 

In response, all of the limitations which Applicant disputes as missing in the 
applied references, including the features newly added in the 4/17/06 amendment, have 
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been fully addressed by the Examiner as either being fully disclosed or obvious in view 
of the collective teachings of Brown, Melrose, Berman and Dormond, based on the logic 
and sound scientific reasoning of one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention, as detailed in the remarks and explanations given in the preceding sections of 
the present Office Action and in the prior Office Action, and incorporated herein. One 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 
871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

In addition, the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary 
reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it 
that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the 
references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would 
have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not the applied art teaches computer graphic and 
live video system for enhancing visualization body structures during surgery (5,40,802) 
and automated data entry system and method for generating medical records 
(2003/0033169). 



Application/Control Number: 09/808,414 



Page 13 



Art Unit: 3626 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vanel Frenel whose telephone number is 571-272-6769. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



V.F 



May 12, 2006 




C. LUKE GIlOGAN 
PATENT EXAMINER 



